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Application/Control Number: 10/056,596 
Art Unit: 2157 

DETAILED ACTION 

This action is responsive to the amendment filed on December 5, 2006 
1-44 are pending. 

Response to Amendment 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-12, and 28-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Curtis, U.S. Patent No. 6,668,279, further in view of Lo et al., U.S. 
Patent No. 6,725,105. 

Curtis teaches the invention substantially as claimed including methods and 
apparatus for enabling a web server to transport data to an in-kemel HTTP cache (see 
abstract). 

As to claim 1 , Curtis teaches a web-enabled automation control module (ACM) 
comprising: 
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an ACM central processing unit (CPU) (cot'6, lines 1-10, Curtis discloses a' CPU 
used in HTTP transport acceleration); and 

a web and file transfer system electrically connected to said ACM CPU, said 
system embedded within said ACM configured to process hypertext transfer protocol 
(HTTP) requests from a network (col. 2, lines 54-65, Curtis discloses a request and 
response HTTP data transport; col. 10, lines 59-65, Curtis discloses the CPU being 
connected to input/output devices). 

Curtis fails to teach the limitation further including wherein ACM is one of a 
programmable logic controller (PLC), a computer numeric control (CNC), and a motion 
control product. 

However, Lo teaches methods and systems that enables email communications 
between an operator and automated stations, devices, and automation controllers within 
a production facility or industrial plant (see abstract). Lo teaches the use of ACMs that 
are PLCs (col. 3, lines 18-49). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Curtis in view of Lo to use an ACM that is one of a programmable 
logic controller (PLC), a computer numeric control (CNC), and a motion control product. 
One would be motivated to do so because it allows for the automation of a factory. 

Regarding claim 2, Curtis teaches an ACM in accordance with claim 1 wherein 
said web and file transfer system comprises a web server electrically connected to said 
ACM CPU and the network, said web server configured to process HTTP requests from 
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the network (col. 4, lines 39-48, Curtis discloses a web server receiving and processing 
HTTP requests). 

Regarding claim 3, Curtis teaches an ACM in accordance with claim 2 wherein 
said web server configured to receive HTTP requests from the network (col. 4, lines 39- 
48). 

Regarding claim 4, Curtis teaches an ACM in accordance with claim 3 wherein 
said web server configured to respond to HTTP requests from the network (col. 1 , lines 
21-36, col. 4, lines 39-48, Curtis discloses a web server responding to HTTP requests). 

Regarding claim 5, Curtis teaches an ACM in accordance with claim 4 wherein 
said web and file transfer system further comprises a database electrically connected to 
said web server and comprising at least one web page file, said web server configured 
to read said web page file from said database (col. 1 , lines 21-36, Curtis discloses a 
web server used to access a web page). 

Regarding claim 6, Curtis teaches an ACM in accordance with claim 2 wherein 
said web server configured to transfer ACM data from said ACM CPU (col. 1 , lines 21- 
36, col. 4, lines 39-48). 
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Regarding claim 7, Curtis teaches an ACM in accordance with claim 2 wherein 
said web server configured to transfer ACM data to said ACM CPU (col. 1 , lines 21 -36, 
col. 4, lines 39-48). 

Regarding claim 8, Curtis teaches an ACM in accordance with claim 5 wherein 
said web server configured to transfer ACM data from said ACM CPU and embed said 
ACM data within said at least one web page file based on function tags embedded 
within said at least one web page file (col. 1 , lines 21-36). 

Regarding claim 9, Curtis teaches an ACM in accordance with claim 8 wherein 
said web server configured to send said at least one web page file through said network 
using HTTP (col. 1, lines 21-36, col. 4, lines 39-48). 

Regarding claim 10, Curtis teaches an ACM in accordance with claim 1 wherein 
said web and file transfer system comprises a network interface configured for 
connection to the network (col. 1, lines 21-36, col. 4, lines 39-48). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Curtis teaches an ACM in accordance with claim 1 wherein 
said web and file transfer system further configured to store user defined web pages 
(col. 1, lines 21-36). 
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Regarding claim 12, Curtis teachesan ACM in accordance with claim 1 wherein 
said ACM comprises a backplane interface electrically connected to said ACM and a 
ACM backplane electrically connected to said backplane interface, said ACM backplane 
configured for connection with at least one of an input/output (I/O) module and an input 
module (col. 10, lines 59-65, Curtis discloses the CPU being connected to input/output 
devices). 

Regarding claim 28, Curtis teaches a method for management and control of an 
automation control module (ACM) including an ACM central processing unit (CPU): 

embedding a web and file transfer system within the ACM including electrically 
connecting the web and file transfer system to the ACM CPU (col. 2, lines 54-65, col. 6, 
lines 1-10, col. 10, lines 59-65); 

electrically connecting the web and file transfer system to a network (col. 4, lines 
39-48); and 

processing hypertext transfer protocol (HTTP) requests from the network using 
the web and file transfer system (col. 4, lines 39-48). 

Curtis fails to teach the limitation further including wherein ACM is one of a 
programmable logic controller (PLC), a computer numeric control (CNC), and a motion 
control product. 

However, Lo teaches the use of ACMs that are PLCs (col. 3, lines 18-49). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Curtis in view of Lo to use an ACM that is one of a programmable 
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logic controller (PLC), a computer numeric control (CNC), and a motion control product. 
One would be motivated to do so because it allows for the automation of a factory. 

Regarding claim 29, Curtis teaches a method in accordance with claim 28 
wherein the web and file transfer system includes a web server electronically connected 
to the ACM CPU and the network, processing HTTP requests from the network using 
the web and file transfer system comprises processing HTTP requests from the network 
using the web server (col. 2, lines 54-65, col. 4, lines 39-48, col. 6, lines 1-10). 

Regarding claim 30, Curtis teaches a method in accordance with claim 29 
wherein processing HTTP requests from the network using the web server comprises: 
receiving HTTP requests from the network using the web server; and responding to the 
HTTP requests using the web server (col. 4, lines 39-48). 

Regarding claim 31 , Curtis teaches a method in accordance with claim 29 
wherein the web and file transfer system further includes a database electrically 
connected to the web server and including at least one web page file, processing HTTP 
requests from the network using the web server comprising: receiving HTTP requests 
from the network; reading the at least one web page file from the database; requesting 
ACM data from the ACM CPU via function tags embedded within the at least one web ' 
page file; receiving the ACM data from the ACM CPU; embedding the ACM data within 
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the at least one web page file; and sending the at least one web page file through the 
network (col. 1, lines 21-36, col. 2, lines 54-65, col. 4, lines 39-48, col. 6, lines 1-10). 

Regarding claim 32, Curtis teaches a method in accordance with claim 29 
wherein processing HTTP requests from the network using the web server comprises 
transferring ACM data to the ACM CPU using the web server as directed by function 
tags embedded within at least one web page file and by form data contained in the 
HTTP request (col. 1, lines 21-36). 

3. Claims 1 3-27 and 33-44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Curtis in view of Pettersen, U.S. Patent No. 6,826,594, further in view 
of Lo et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,725,105. 

Curtis teaches the invention substantially as claimed including methods and 
apparatus for enabling a web server to transport data to an in-kemel HTTP cache (see 
abstract). 

Regarding claim 13, Curtis teaches an automation control module (ACM) system 
comprising: an ACM; a network; a web-enabled computer electrically connected to said 
network; and a web and file transfer subsystem electrically connected to said ACM and 
said network (col. 2, lines 54-65, col. 6, lines 1-10, col. 10, lines 59-65). 
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Curtis fails to teach the limitation further including the use of a user-defined web 
file and where ACM comprises one of a programmable logic controller (PLC), a 
computer numeric control (CNC), and a motion control product. 

However, Pettersen teaches systems and methods for dynamic construction of a 
web page via electronic links over a global electronic network, such as the Internet (see 
abstract). Pettersen teaches the use of a user creating their own web page and 
embedding their generated dynamic code in additional, but different, web pages (col. 
10, lines 6-50). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Curtis in view of Pettersen to use user-defined web pages. One 
would be motivated to do so because it allows for dynamic customized web sites. 

Curtis and Pettersen fail to teach the limitation further including wherein ACM 
comprises one of a programmable logic controller (PLC), a computer numeric control 
(CNC), and a motion control product. 

However, Lo teaches the use of ACMs that are PLCs (col. 3, lines 18^19). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Curtis and Pettersen in view of Lo to use an ACM comprising one of 
a programmable logic controller (PLC), a computer numeric control (CNC), and a 
motion control product. One would be motivated to do so because it allows for the 
automation of a factory. 
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Regarding claim 14, Curtis teaches an ACM system in accordance with claim 13 
wherein said web and file transfer subsystem comprises a database and a file transfer 
server electrically connected to said network and said database (col. 2, lines 54-65). 

Regarding claim 15, Curtis teaches an ACM system in accordance with claim 14 
wherein said database configured to store at least one user-defined web page file, and 
said file transfer server configured to read and write to said at least one user-defined 
web page file stored in said database (col. 1 , lines 21 -36). 

Regarding claim 16, Curtis teaches an ACM system in accordance with claim 14 
wherein said file transfer server configured to transfer said at least one user-defined 
web-page file though said network to said computer (col. 1 , lines 21-36). 

As to claim 17, Pettersen teaches an ACM system in accordance with claim 16 
wherein said file transfer server configured to allow a user to perform at least one of 
create at least one user-defined web-page file and modify at least one user-defined 
web-page file (col. 10, lines 6-50). 

Regarding claim 18, Curtis teaches an ACM system in accordance with claim 13 
wherein said at least one user-defined web page file comprises at least one of hypertext 
markup language (HTML), Javascript, and references to other files (col. 1, lines 21-36). 
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Regarding claim 19, Curtis teaches an ACM system in accordance with claim 18 
wherein said references to other files comprise at least one of at least one image file 
and at least one Applet (col. 1 , lines 21-36). 

Regarding claim 20, Curtis teaches an ACM system in accordance with claim 13 
wherein said at least one user-defined web page file comprises at least one ACM tag 
function (col. 1 , lines 21-36). 

Regarding claim 21, Curtis teaches an ACM system in accordance with claim 14 
wherein said file transfer server is a file transfer protocol server (col. 2, lines 54-65). 

Regarding claim 22, Curtis teaches an ACM system in accordance with claim 14 
wherein said web and file transfer subsystem comprises a network interface electrically 
connected to said file transfer server and said network (col. 4, lines 39-48). 

Regarding claim 23, Curtis teaches an ACM system in accordance with claim 22 
wherein said ACM comprises an ACM central processing unit (CPU), said web and file 
transfer subsystem further comprises a web server electrically connected to said 
network and said ACM CPU, said ACM, and said database, said web-server configured 
to process hypertext transfer protocol (HTTP) requests from a network (col. 2, lines 54- 
65, col. 4, lines 39-48, col. 6, lines 1-10). 
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Regarding claim 24, Curtis teaches" air ACM system in accordance with claim 13 
configured to display at least one user-defined web page file on said computer (col. 1 , 
lines 21-36). 

Regarding claim 25, Curtis teaches an ACM system in accordance with claim 13 
wherein a user is required to enter a valid user name and user password to access said 
ACM system (col. 2, lines 54-65). 

Regarding claim 26, Curtis teaches an ACM system in accordance with claim 25 
wherein said user configures the number of web and file transfer TCP connections 
using said computer (col. 2, lines 54-65). 

Regarding claim 27, Curtis teaches an ACM system in accordance with claim 26 
further configured to disable said web and file transfer TCP connections when said user 
configures zero of said web and file transfer TCP connections (col. 2, lines 54-65). 

Regarding claim 33, Pettersen teaches a method in accordance with claim 31 
wherein the web and file transfer system further includes a file transfer server 
electrically connected to the database and the network, said method further comprising: 
storing at least one user-defined web page in the database; reading the at least one 
user-defined web page using the file transfer server and the network; and writing to the 
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at least one user-defined web page using the file transfer server and the network (col. 
10, lines 6-50). 

Regarding claim 34, Curtis teaches a method in accordance with claim 31 
wherein the database includes at least one user name and at least one user password, 
the network includes at least one computer electrically connected to the network, said 
method further comprising requiring a user input a valid user name and valid user 
password into the computer to access the web and file transfer system (col. 2, lines 54- 
65). 

Regarding claim 35, Curtis teaches a method in accordance with claim 34 further 
comprising; 

allowing a user to configure the number of web and file transfer TCP connections 
using the computer; and 

disabling the web and file transfer TCP connections when the user configures 
zero of the web and file transfer TCP connections (col. 2, lines 54-65). 

Regarding claim 36, Curtis teaches a method for management and control of an 
automation control module (ACM) using an ACM system, the ACM system including an 
ACM, a network, and a" web-enabled computer electrically connected to the ACM, said 
method comprising: 
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embedding a web and file transfer subsystem within the ACM including 
electrically connecting the web and file transfer subsystem to the ACM and the network 
(col. 2, lines 54-65, col. 6, lines 1-10, col. 10, lines 59-65); 

storing at least web page file (col. 2, lines 54-65, col. 6, lines 1-10); and 

Curtis fails to teach the limitation further including the use of a user-defined web 
page and wherein ACM is one of a programmable logic controller (PLC), a computer 
numeric control (CNC), and a motion control product. 

However, Pettersen teaches the use of a user creating their own web page and 
embedding their generated dynamic code in additional, but different, web pages (col. 
10, lines 6-50). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Curtis in view of Pettersen to use user-defined web pages. One 
would be motivated to do so because it allows for dynamic customized web sites. 

Curtis and Pettersen fail to teach the limitation further including wherein ACM is 
one of a programmable logic controller (PLC), a computer numeric control (CNC), and a 
motion control product. 

However, Lo teaches the use of ACMs that are PLCs (col. 3, lines 18-49). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Curtis and Pettersen in view of Lo to use an ACM comprising one of 
a programmable logic controller (PLC), a computer numeric control (CNC), and a 
motion control product. One would be motivated to do so because it allows for the 
automation of a factory. 
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Regarding claim 37, Pettersen teaches a method in accordance with claim 36 
wherein the web and file transfer subsystem includes a database and a file transfer 
server electrically connected to the network and the database, storing at least one user- 
defined web page file comprises storing the at least one user-defined web page file in 
the database (col. 10, lines 6-50). 

Regarding claim 38, Pettersen teaches a method in accordance with claim 37 
further comprising: reading the at least one user-defined web page file stored in the 
database using the file transfer server; and writing to the at least one user-defined web 
page file stored in the database using the file transfer server (col. 1 0, lines 6-50). 

Regarding claim 39, Pettersen teaches a method in accordance with claim 38 
wherein reading the at least one user-defined web page file stored in the database 
using the file transfer server further comprising: transferring the at least one user- 
defined web page file to the computer; and displaying the at least one user-defined web 
page file on the computer using the file transfer server (col. 1 0, lines 6-50). 

Regarding claim 40, Pettersen teaches a method in accordance with claim 38 
wherein writing to the at least one user-defined web'page file stored in the database 
using the file transfer server comprises allowing a user to modify the at least one user- 



Application/Control Number: 10/056,596 
Art Unit: 2157 



Page 16 



defined web page file using the computer and the file transfer server (col. 10, lines 6- 
50). 

Regarding claim 41 , Pettersen teaches a method in accordance with claim 37 
further comprising allowing a user to create a user-defined web page file using the 
computer and the file transfer server (col. 1 0, lines 6-50). 

Regarding claim 42, Curtis teaches a method in accordance with claim 37 
wherein the ACM includes an ACM central processing unit (CPU) and the web and file 
transfer subsystem further includes a web server electrically connected to the network 
and the ACM CPU, said method further comprising: processing hypertext transfer 
protocol (HTTP) requests from the computer using the web server (col. 4, lines 39-48). 

Regarding claim 43, Curtis teaches a method in accordance with claim 37 
wherein the database includes at least one user name and at least one user password, 
said method further comprising requiring a user input a valid user name and valid user 
password into the computer to access the web and file transfer subsystem (col. 2, lines 
54-65). 

Regarding claim 44, Curtis teaches a method in accordance 'with claim 43 further 
comprising; allowing a user to configure the number of web and file transfer TCP 
connections using the computer; and disabling the web and file transfer TCP 
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connections when the user configures zero of the web and file transfer TCP connections 
(col. 2, lines 54-65). 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed December 5, 2006 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. The declaration submitted is not properly executed and does 
not adequately demonstrate prior invention. In order to move on with prosecution the 
Examiner would like to point out some deficiencies with the proposed declaration. 
These comments are illustrative and not comprehensive. The burden is on applicant to 
provide a proper declaration if that is the method chosen for overcoming a rejection. 

The affidavit needs to point out that the country in which the acts relied upon to 
show prior invention took place is one in which the acts can be credited (e.g., US or 
NAFTA after relevant date). 

The Examiner would like to include some important sections from the MPEP for the 
applicant's guidance: 

715.07 [R-3] Facts and Documentary Evidence 

"A general allegation that'the invention was completed prior to the date of the 
reference is not sufficient. Ex parte Saunders, 1883 CD. 23, 23 O.G. 1224 (Comm'r 
Pat. 1883). Similarly, a declaration by the inventor to the effect that his or her invention 
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was conceived or reduced to practice prior to the reference date, without a statement of 
facts demonstrating the correctness of this conclusion, is insufficient to satisfy 37 CFR 

I. 131." 

"The affidavit or declaration and exhibits must clearly explain which facts 
or data applicant is relying on to show completion of his or her invention prior to 
the particular date. Vague and general statements in broad terms about what the 
exhibits describe along with a general assertion that the exhibits describe a reduction to 
practice "amounts essentially to mere pleading, unsupported by proof or a showing of 
facts" and, thus, does not satisfy the requirements of 37 CFR 1.131(b). In re Borkowski, 
505 F.2d 713, 184 USPQ 29 (CCPA 1974). Applicant must give a clear explanation 
of the exhibits pointing out exactly what facts are established and relied on by 
applicant. 505 F.2d at 718-19, 184 USPQ at 33. See also In re Harry, 333 F.2d 920, 
142 USPQ 164 (CCPA 1964) (Affidavit "asserts that facts exist but does not tell what 
they are or when they occurred.")." 

2138.05 [R-5] "Reduction to Practice" 

II. REQUIREMENTS TO ESTABLISH ACTUAL REDUCTION TO PRACTICE 

"In an interference proceeding, a party seeking to establish an actual reduction to 
practice must satisfy a two-prong test: (1 ) the party constructed an embodiment or 
performed a process that met every element of the interference count, and (2) the 
embodiment or process operated for its intended purpose." Eaton v. Evans, 204 F.3d 
1 094, 1 097, 53 USPQ2d 1 696, 1 698 (Fed. Cir. 2000). 
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The same evidence sufficient for a constructive reduction to practice may be 
insufficient to establish an actual reduction to practice, which requires a showing of 
the invention in a physical or tangible form that shows every element of the 
count. Wetmore v. Quick, 536 F.2d 937, 942, 190 USPQ 223, 227 (CCPA 1976). For 
an actual reduction to practice, the invention must have been sufficiently tested 
to demonstrate that it will work for its intended purpose, but it need not be in a 
commercially satisfactory stage of development. 

>; Birmingham v. Randall, 171 F.2d 957, 80 USPQ 371, 372 (CCPA 1948) (To 
establish an actual reduction to practice of an invention directed to a method of making 
a product, it is not enough to show that the method was performed. u [S]uch an invention 
is not reduced to practice until it is established that the product made by the process is 
satisfactory, and [ ] this may require successful testing of the product.")< 

5. . In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the 
references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by 
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention 
where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in 
the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In re 
Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, the knowledge is 
generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. 
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6. In response to applicant's argument that the examiner's conclusion of 
obviousness is based upon improper hindsight reasoning, it must be recognized that 
any judgment on obviousness is in a sense necessarily a reconstruction based upon 
hindsight reasoning. But so long as it takes into account only knowledge which was 
within the level of ordinary skill at the time the claimed invention was made, and does 
not include knowledge gleaned only from the applicant's disclosure, such a 
reconstruction is proper. See In re McLaughlin, 443 F.2d 1392, 170 USPQ 209 (CCPA 
1971). 

Regarding the argument to claims 1 and 28, the applicant argues that the 
reference, Curtis, does not disclose a web and file transfer system electrically 
connected to an ACM CPU, the system embedded within the ACM. The examiner 
respectfully disagrees, as seen in, col. 2, lines 54-65, col. 6, lines 1-10, and col. 10, 
lines 59-65, there is a request and response HTTP data transport, a CPU used in HTTP 
transport acceleration, and the CPU being connected to input/output devices. The 
HTTP data transport, which is embedded within the ACM, is electrically connected to 
the CPU. 

Regarding the argument to claims 28 and 36, the applicant argues that the 
reference, Curtis, does not disclose embedding a web and file transfer subsystem within 
the ACM. The examiner respectfully disagrees, as seen in, col. 2, lines 54-65, col. 6, 
lines 1-10, and col. 10, lines 59-65, there is a request and response HTTP data 
transport, a CPU used in HTTP transport acceleration, and the CPU being connected to 
input/output devices. The HTTP data transport is embedded within the ACM. 
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Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

U.S. Pat. No. 6,598,083 to Remer et al. 
U.S. Pat. No. 6,629,127 to Deen et al. 
U.S. Pat. No. 6,684,257 to Camut et al. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Avi Gold whose telephone number is 571-272-4002. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00-5:30 (1st Friday Off). 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on 571-272-4001 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Avi Gold 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 21 57 



